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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


(ii) Mt(2ichi^ ^ f^um ^ 5(5) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

L|6crl t||R|cp|tpxil gKI RTJ TT3T ^ 3ll^c;H ^ lllf5l ^ ^ RRcT ^ 

fiii) yil^lchi^ TRT viM'^'lcki stk ^ STTEIF? T? f^raf^I t 

t^ ^ ^ ^ 3IPITH ^ irfcl ^ ^ I 

(iv) yil?Ichl'?1 28 3i<i'W, 2001 ^ ^ f^'tl RT^ 

VM q^, SRIRN^ RUT f^RT^ 5TR ^iftRI^cR^ ^ 

3T^^-I ^ ATERTR 5501.3000 3^^ 5503.3000 ^ ^Ef ^ ^ 

RRET ^ 3TTRTcft ^ TTRRMt STRWr ^ Rf I 

(v) M l R l chl^ ^ R^art ^ 3TTRTR ^ RRR ^ RTRRM ^ ^ RI^ 6 

f^RW, 2001 R^ 3Tf?rgRRT gIR RRf^ PI'^'tI R^t 3I#?j1%IR tol sftY flRR^ 
Rlfeff ^ 3IR^ f^RR fcT%R W ^ JlRf^IRi Pl^pql ^ RRRRR R^t RT^ ^ HIcil'tl 
fM ^ RR 3rj?iR tor I 

(vi) ^rrt^TRR^ ^ sTTR R^ Rit RRf^TRi f^HspP^ R^t RR^ Rf!l 3fR R% 

JTRf^TRJ ^ JTR5TRR R?!' RT^ ^ RTeflR ^ ^>ftcR ^RTR Pi'R''ll R^ 

3Tipr I^TiK, Rf^ Ritf ^ M'l^d RR^ RR 1%RT I 

(vii) H | P T R?T^ Rf ^ ^RTRTR R^ yPPfR^ PIMj^I R?t l?R7 "ilRfl 

f^RT^r 3F5^Er f^RI RRT % ^ RT«J pRltdR^ sfk STR f^RR^ R^ft R^ 'dell? ^ 
^ ct?r ^ TJR^RR (v) aflR (vi) ^ f^Rll^ R?r TTf RTRR REJto RRR 

Pii^rI ^ RT^^r 3TPr I^rrrr^ r^ i 

(viii) y i P l cPI^ ^ ^'4t flRRlR RlfM R^t 1^RTR^ 27,03.2002 R^ 3IR% toY *flRgR^ W 

^ REpr RR 3IR^ RRIR «TT I *flRacP ^ ^ 3TR^ f^RTf RR^R RR^ 

RTef R^ ^ r 11%R^ W RIRR f^E^T RhkI R^ feI%R ^ RR^ RR 
f%RT RRT RT I Mlf^dl % Rf^^ Rlfelt ^ ^IRR R^ f^RT% R^t 
Rf^IRT ^ 3fR Gdchl Rc^tR Rf^ R^ ^ RR^ RR 3T^^ i%RT RRT RT 1 

(ix) RTPTRR^ ^ f^RR^ MlfSill Rl) fSdR^ MlfS'Rt ^ R'^d R^ RDft 
RTfiRt ^ffY f^f^HR ftRR^ RTfefi ^ 1^ RR RR^ ^ aiRtT^lR RTRlt RTcft 
R|j^^P rRI RR^el RT^R RX K3RRW RRif I 

(x) RT7f^R5 RTR R^ Rtw RR^ % R?^ 1^RR^ RS^T SRI ddIR RR RRlt, Plr% 

RRf^TRi PpSfR^ ^ H<Plf^ld f^RTT RRT t, R^ Rf^RRRT R?l '^rfeR R^ 
^IFRRT R^ RRT t I RRTpT, 1%RRTS R«fr SRI RTR ^RTR RR cTR^ RR ^ f^PRIRl 
RR ^ f^RR 1^ERT RRT % I 


1 WTI—1 ] ___ 'MKn '^fir <i'3i4i^ : _______5 

(xi) ^ 16 ^ ^ ^ fc^TT 

cT8Jlt/3fmK ^ 10.5.2002 ^ ^SfT ^ ^cT^T W 3ft7 ^ tR 

ftoTf^fRtr wift ^ f^psg^ ^r f^ter fW? m\ i 

(xii) ^ ^ 3 ra 1 ^ Tt 1 3 Ti!Rr, 2000 % 31 2001 ^ TnfJRf «ft 1 

(xiii) ^ ^f fW^** ^ tn^ 5 RT itnr^ stt^ir tr ir^ ^ ^ 

^ % afRf^nwt ^ 3Rr>fe ^ ^ Ji'lM-ft'U ^ ^trt ^ i 

i|ireIcblcJj?M, aiRrd^t' 3lk 3IRI ^ ^Ii flT3R 3^7 

snf5ld)lll SRT ^ I 

3. f^l^ iRT cf^ yRte Pier'll ^ 3(k f^wr 

^f ift RRT ^ ^ t I ^ 1R ^ ^ yRte Pi'tRfl 3fR MT^t^ROT 
f^yRT ■^f fWf ^ 1%^ Tpji sn 3fR 3R y^^^t^RJT ^ 

yPr ^srR^r irt t I w 0^iiiiy?r ■^t ^#fn ^ 

TRH t, ftRT #HT cfcp ^ PRrrfr ^ 3T^;^ f sfR ^ ^ ^ 

yiTTf^ t I ysff ^ R^rq ^ cwt ^ ^ ^ t, R f^RR 
^ 3fR R^ ■3ft RWT W R W ftHr ^ RRR 
ftwqft ft fftRR RRT t 1 mlteft fR ^ ^ ^ t fftsftf^ 

MjR afR ?rft^ ft ft fftRft ift JfRR ^ yfft RR^ JRR fttft ft RRR 

vin^<w fftRq 6(8) ft arjRR Rqft RR 'vJMcRT ^?JxRTT ft RRTR iR PfR^ft fftcRft 
Rq I . - 

R. fftRRtS^ 3tk RRR HcJjR ftt ^ 

4. c | (^HR < !jl Rlch 1 ft (ft-tj fR#4 RRnq 1.5 ^PRR ft (l .65 ftt ^Rff) qftfteR? 

ft I qftllelcb ■fftftfftq? ftrcfpR ftt ^4^ cH*41 ^'dell 'ftftt ft f^Rlft 

qftRfRTR^r^ ^3ft qq 4?R ft qRT 90% tm ftlRT ft I qftft^ ; 

qfttf^ qftyR RT^, qfttteR^ ft rsrt qftftcR^ fty ft Rwr ft I grftif^R^ 

*6e1<ft ft ■qfttf^fcfj 'ftMd '+)1^6l'<, qftHc14> ft ftR qfttfeR^ ft4 ftt 'qfttfeRj 
ft Ry ft RHT RRTT ft I qftlfcHch qq RRTR^ fftftR ftft ft RIRT ft, 

fftft ^Rft ftPRR (ft qcRT) ft Ry ft yRiyfft^ Ift^r rtrt ft I qftfTH ftt 
ftiRI 1.5 tPiRy ■ft (1.65 ft q^) qq qfttfeRT y^l^R ft qftfft 1.5 ft 
8.0 ftftjR Rcfj qy RRfjq qgft ft wyftft qR ^ ft I 

qq^ yqjR ft qq^qy qft ft PRq qRft ft fftrq ftPRR qq> srcRr^Tq Meg 1ft ft i 
?Rqq Ryftm qqftfftrcq yq^, fft^q 3fR qrqqfftlftR fftqnftR Rift qq qftq qRft 
ft fftqr RTRT ft I qqftferq'' yq?qq ftwftt rr qq qq^ fftwqft qcTpqnRq ft I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sk’ 1| 


^ ai^ZIDI 55 ^ ^0 5501.3000 

afk 5530.3000 ^ aicPtcT cT^fl^d ^ I HSTlf^t ^^dlc+IcE t sflY 

^ ^ ^ ^ iiwsr^ «it6?i^-t^ ^ ^ i 

5, TPTR 5ra>R 

iIlR|ct>|tbflt ^ ^ t SRI vJHJlf^d ^ ^ 3TeM ^ 

fMn ^ ^ ST^ ^ HSIR t I 3RT: ^ ^ 

^ f^ iJlf^lchl'ihTlI ^ ^HTlfel s5t vJM 4^ tofr ^ ^ 

^ ^ STRIRT ^ ST^ f^rf^ 3iarfH iPI^SY (1.5 

^ S)4T) S5t " TIRPT USHY ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

\JOl^ 

6, M i dHM ^ f?i7m 2(^) ^ arj^ ^3^ sit ^dtu w t 

Ti^ vjdi i ds> % sfr ^dth s^ ^ areisi f^Rft 

^ ^ 3ISRT t cfHT f^'TSU ST^ SU TTDjf^ v3HIIdd SH 3rRT ^ ST^ ^ 

^ TT^ \jd1ISH ^ 3r5?5 1%TfS I3TT S?II ^ RS ?TI JISIR ^ vJcMRcE, SF^f 

^ <T^ ^ f^iridS)i 3T8RT aimidcpi ^ TTSf^ ^ 3T«IST Wt ^ ^ ST^ ^ 

3im i d<t> SflT ^r f?T mR ^ ddJldS>'l' S^ ^3^ SIT f^MT Sff STST 

SRiTTn I 

■q^ q^fni ^ ^?R ^ Tit Sf^STST sit cZITSR TtSSS ^ MIC'1'<M 'dd^^ ^ 

31 5.4 eIRI 3lk sndT t. ^ WR #:- 

" . 3TT^, q^ I2RfRT SRI 3TqST 13^ 3fR SSI STST SfETTR qf^ 

qF 13 ^ q^ vidllSS^ ^ TRlf^ ^ ^ f^RSS ^flPjl^ WTRS I3S q^ ^?lTS 
^ ^ ^ SRI «itf^ STI^SS ^ Jlfcl ST ^ STTaJq RSq Sv?^ t STCTST §q<PI 
SR^ % ; ScSlfer TDTRI ITSIR sit S^ ^ ^el ^cSTSS SS 50% ftST % I 
qqift, I3S q?IT sit^ Sitq S?t Ris^ ISR q^ WTTSSI, 'W'^dl'i S? SS 
3TT^ SS WtS SR ^ ^ Sfr q^ S^jtq 5RT SSTS 5ISIR Sit S^ ^ 

^IcI ^dTlSS ^ 26% ^ SRI ^ f^TTf ^ I 

qg- jj i f^d n TT^itfci^ ssfs? f^RHldiait, s| ^ CIS sit q^ t sfk sft 
P l Hfelf^ S ddl i s s^ STStS ^R^t TJSitte felf^I^, ^ 

41'jtf^'fed ^ SS^ 3fR c^ntSxd SitSISITcIT afR SSitsftS f^O, 

S^ SRI SiS ^ SSf^ t I 3ITter?t SRI Slf^SSSRltait ^ ^cSISS 
3 itsi^ sit sfm ^ |3iT ^ -yRichisj-dtaft sit spltsr^ ^ SFsits 

vjHI I dH ^ 50 % 3 fsi ^ 3lte # STcT: viM^Sd f^TSTft ^ SSS q^ dejts sit 

3fR ^ qif^SS STS^ SR^ SS ?SI SScTT ^ I 
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W5T 

7. WTT^ ^ JTKf^ ^f t ^ 

^ ^ w Pliildch ^ jm'HMf^4i “ir^f «ff i ^^f^m>T^ ^ ■jtnct ^ ^ 

<J^dNI'H ^ "ift ^ 3TT?RI ^ fc^ ^ ^ f^rato ^ wre^ ^ ^ 

jnter^t ^ i ^ecft ^ f^rato % ^ ^ ^ «T«n 

HKf*il<h Pis^ifl sfk M4)«^)(tJ>l«l ^ ^3tRRT ^ y^ ^ 

^ I yil^chl^, 'HIMM ^ ^ ■am^ HKl^di f^ps^ ^ WM t I 

P l ^^dch Tjt^ iM^cjy, ^r y^ tor ^ 

aryf^ ^ ^ i Pidld<T> yvyry^ ^ arjy^-i, 

3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 alk 10 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

yMR ^r ^ ^ ^r y ^ ^ yyyw dr«n w ^ mjr 

f<ry?f, cznyR ^ 'Hihm y^ ^ ^r^ff t, yrf^ryjr^ mc'ftrefl 
f^r^iyt ^ 6(8) ^ ^rpK vjysw ^ijert yy y^ ^ t \ yrd^raf 

f^piyjyt afk yyr^ty^^ ^ "y^ ^ qTT ^ytf^ x?3 ^ 

TjTT^y^ (^03n^0TTy^03TM)^0) yry yJt alcRi^ ^ ^ 

yy^ yifM ^ ^ yfyr yi§t fan t i yyy^, ?seft ^ 

Pinjdct) ^ ^ ym^ ^r yifJid yrt^tyn^ ^ ^sf arwfry yy aryyTyr i ^ 

yyy^ f^ 6(8) ^ yy^r artt^ ^ yyr t affy yTf^^cT yrtor^ ^ f^ yf ^ 
cR? aftfci^y TjTit I f% y? vjycW ^ ayyR yy yy^yr^ yj^ I am: 
yrfttyy^ yy yy ^ 1% fScft ^ f^y^dyi % yit^ryy^ ^ yry wiVy yff t, 
ytyT% f^iyyt ^ cTBcT srywT ^ i ^jefry ^ ^r wyny ^ ^ >Et^ ^ 
^yyr y?gy y^r ^ toy ^ yy ayyif^ t y^ yt^ yy^ Mcryj ^ 
t[?T ^ «iMK ^ y^ ^ I ^ RyidiJ srt aryyry ■y'? aRmyVy/yyfcT 
y^t yf aryytm ^j;yyT yit rayy fy yrf^ryy^ ^ yT^TR ^ 

^»jy?fr ^ yr*yir BycT^r ^?j;yyT ^ armRyy Wf ^ ^^nyRi ^ yy 
i I 

8. f^mfcT ^py: Pinid*' yt^ yy^yy, 5^cff ^ yRy y^ ary^ f^Rn^ ^ ^ 

^yyr yy^ y?r t I ^ ^jyyr yy f^yetyR y?rfyT t y? ^E^yr yy^ yyr ^ 

yyr f^y ^ yy yR^ ^ ^t?y ^ i y^, yrter^ ^ yR^ t 
f ^jdy^ ^ aty^^fty yi^ yr^T afR yyy yjy ^ yyy ^ f^Rft ^ yyryWr^ y>t 
y^ yyryt t f^fyfyy^ ^ ♦♦*** ^ aik ^oam^ow ^ yy * ^ 

♦♦**♦ ^0^0 yyjfcTy^ yy^yy y^ fty?f y>t % \ Pi^1d«y yr^^ yRf 
afiy y? 41y T y yy yryiytyfyaft y^ yyityr t i yrf^ryy^ ^ f^fytyyj ^ yyry y5t 
yt yj^ ^ ayyR yy ^^yy Rrafy ^jcy (^ylRo f^Rir ^ I f^ytyy> sirt 
yryr yy ymryW^ y5t ar^yf^ ^ yf % i f^rnty ijcy ^ i% y^t yy ^ 
armMy ymr yi^ yy ^ yr^ yryRffyf^ y^t aT^;yfct ^ yf t i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. I] 


9. mcFT aik f^tsrqt if ^ 

'HiHM Mh ^ ajk qi^ HifSrq ^ ^ oifKr 

f^rqjfi ^ ar34«T-i qqr t l w^\^ ^ f^cH'liim ***** arirfM 

^IcIY ^ I Plqel f^rqtcT »^<?q '^I'tl f% viMx; Rq>lc1l qq! %, f^OTITO 
***** antf^ t I qTtor5t, ^3 tR ^ qr^ ^ aiiq^t M 

'Hiqr^ ^ ^ejT p|q^dq> gRT RndM ^ ^ 3TMR tr aRI 

3RTi#q qR^ qr^ f^RiWi ^ qisq qrf^ ^ Rqkui ^ qj^ ^f qRf^ 
f^pqpfl q?f qj'i^ %, 4qRf ql^ qq^qq ^ qf4q qr^ qq^ ^ Piq^d 

^ qrqq qrf^ 25 . 07 % aik ^ arq qrift Piqfdchl/'dcqiq*! ^ 
34 . 45 % ter % I 

arfcT 3lt7 a)i^ur ( ^< R 

10. irtf^rqq^ ^ aif^rq Mqq q>q^ qHiq eif^ ^ qk Ti qr^l qjqqqq^ q^r EZfiq ^r qtqr I 
^qr^r qr»ft qiqqo^ yiiH^d ^ 3f?rfq qrftq aqqidt q?[ qrqr afR qjqnq 

qq yqrq aftq fkrqt ^ ar^-n ki 4 qrqqqs ^ qiq4 ^r 

vjduqq'l qq qkwRqq^ qqrq kqt1% Riq^l, eirq, v3?qTqq, qr^nq aki, qcqiqq^di 
Pr^9l qq yfctipef ararqy fiRTcR vj^qVi; h^cJ^ q^ qqif^d qR^ qik qqqq^ qrsq 
qrfSrq q?f qrqr; ^ qmq wth ^ qq qRvrf^ aflq qrqrftq qqrq, k^RiR, 
qqjT^, ffe 1^ 3TTf^ q^ ^ ™t i qk^ ^ qrqrq qqqq 
q>t qq^ ^ arf^ qf%q ^ qq krqkw qR^ qRfq qrtokt ^ qrqq^ qi#fqe 
^iqq q T ddu^l q^ sqTT ^ q^ ^ I ^kc^^ ^ ^*>edq yqqrqq "^qqq srk 

vjjiq q f ^ c^ ^tqn ^ qr^ qqqtft qff RdKi#^ ^scqrq ^ ^3cqrqq 4 ■gqtn ^ crrf 
Tf^, ^ qRqf^q? qq f^qR j^RJT I 9l1^ ^ qq kfqkw qR^ qRRI 
qrf^rqq^ ^ qkiH arqqr arfcRflH ^ ^ krqfqqr qR^ ^ fkq strht 
WJ frq q^ EqH ■# qjqr I qif^tqq^ qq qF ^ m^Vi q^ qqiRd 

qR^ qTeT qjqq^ qq f^qk^W, dcq>ici ^ qi^ ^ qtqk k RTq 3Tqf^ k 
qqk knqjqq qk ^erqi qR^ sk q^Rid kqr, f^frqqR 1% Rq Rkr arqlk k ^ 
aqqrq kk ^ qk k i qrfkqq^ k eifkqf^ qq krakw qR^ ^ fkq qkj^ 
Rffrq q5t Rkr q?f ^ 1 RfcRf^ ^ qq fk^kw qR^ ^ fkq qilkqqk k 
^TkEi qiRqk kk Rkr siqlk qJ 4qq q^^ qiR atk Rq?M qf^kt c^ wim 
qq Rk[q Ik^k^R fkRIT k I 3kt^ #qT qq qk| q^ qfkkr qk Rtq qk 
qf k \ Rakr qk srik ^ qqq k intekt k Rkr arqfk ^ kkiq qk^ qkrq 
^ kt q^ Ik^ ^qqqr qk Rkr qk k, kt qq qqtdT 11k^ qqkt k fkqRikk 
Rqiid ^ qrk qk aqqrkt k kttkq eifk ^ t l qifkqqk k fkqkt ^ ar^qq-ii k 
df^f^ Rkt qjqqikt qk Rki qk k RSfifk, |R7 kqq qrqq^ikr, q^ kr dk qk 
qdk k fkRTTjqR fkrR fkRn rmt k- 

(i) qkoj_ qdq qk erqqr qqkrq, qk 1999-2000 k 93 . 07 % k qqqR Rqqqq 
k d qqqq Riq aiqfk k 84.03% ?T qqi ! 



[ 'TFT 1—1 ] 


•FTTF "Sfil TFTTF^ : 3TTTT»TT!FI 


7 


(ii) ^ ^ gRT ^ Wi^ t^ ^ ^ ^ t^RRt 

ift t I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t afR t 

f^>WT, T5T#Tft, ^Rftcf qM ^ ^ ^r ^ ^ ^ 

>!l'j^ 3j^Ri^»l, cftiRiJi R^f^cf^ 3rfR SJI^c^UvS ^ Rs^kg 'tn^ii ^i'cf 

ift ^ ^ t, ^ ^r ^ gfr 3f^ TfTTTH t I RRRft ^ arj^-ii 
^f ^(FT^ ^r 1^ «fff^ ^ ^ ^r ^W ^ ^ ^ I ’EI^ v^^fFT CF^ 

«Erf^ ^ wi ^r TT^f^ T^t arte ^^fRfr ^ ^ ^ 11 3 rt: Rr^Ffr ^ srjrfrR 
'ti<t>eici1'i erfcf ^ wei ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

(iii) 1999-2000 T3#TT ^ ^ FRTT ^ ^ ^ I Fmf^t 

^ FRTT 1999-2000 ^'70591 ^ ^lecfR TSTRt ^ 

59119^ I 3R^Wr, vdeJl'l 3R]*?1 'dlHiSl cpjT ^ ^7 

^ f' f^RT TR 7T^ fcF) 'dcTK'l cf)t dHId ^ ^ I 

(iv) Rtici ^ TSsfRi tt^ ^ ^TR' Fcf ^jjR' ^ ■RrtA ^ 

ift i^llRcH t, v 3 cTTRl' i ttt^F ^ ^>RR RT^T 3 ff^ ^ ^ FT ^ ^ I Ffm 
3 TFf?r ^r TjertF ^ arM ^ ^ ^ ^ sik ^ 1997-98 ^ - 

100 (^TJTTckf^) % ■ET^ cfR kra 3 Tf 1 ^ ^r - 373 (^TpraTite) ^ ^ I 

(v) TfTft ^ ^ ^?Tf^ Fir 3TTEn?r 1.5 tRrJR ^ FFT ^ 3jk 1.5 tRRR ^ TJF7 
^ 3FFT?r t I Ek^ T3^ k F?k ^ FT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ RtWRI 

€fr, f^RT^ mRuTIF ^ k FT^ FTTFTclt FF FTSF^Eft ?JFF7 

eTFTFT FFT m I mRuFTF ^FM ^ecft k FTTFTcT Fit FT^ ^T FrJft | 

FETtR, 1.5 %RRR % 3Tf?r^ c^ FF?ffeTF7 FF^FF F7 FIFF^Eft ^^[FF7 FIFT^ 
"^T, 1.5 ^^RRR ^ FFT ^ Fg^tfeTFv FF^F? FF FTSF ^ FFT H^fF? 

fRfTF ^fFFF, Hlf^e ^TFF 0.55 yfcl^ld (99-2000) ^ FSFR 1.03 
fRRRT ( 2000-2001) FFT I ^eF> ^ FF^ ^ ^Feft ^ ^ FTeF 
3TTFTF 3TF 1.5 fRTFIF ^RRR FF FF^tfeTFT FF^FF % I 

(vi) Rwk F^ F^t pci'll ^T FTTF FTFRT ^T fIcT FFtFT^ FFTTFFRF FFTTFF 
FFft FTT^ ^ FF7R FTrft fR FN'jJ^F <f4fiRf) F^ F®TT ^ F^c^l<^f FT^ 
^ 'Jft I 

(vii) fff 3TFf^ ^r eR^ eTif fstI f^ arRr ^ fftw ^ ftfRt ^ RRf?t 
FF FfcTFFT ^T FFft 3TT| ^ I Ftt^t F7 FTFF^^ oTFT^ ^ FTF^ 
eR^ F^fpF Fi fcT^T Rrkr FF wRiM'el FFFF^F^ FFT F^T I 

(viii) fRf Rf^FF T^Rfr FTTFTfcRT FTFlJt ^ MgF Ejk^ vJSfTF ^ 

RftI '’JFFT ^ FFF>) 'I, r^'dF'l FFT^ k FTFEflF FTFR ^JcFt ^f FFF^ 
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^ ^ ^ ^1 ^ 3TRTcfr ^ ^ESIR ^ ijpsfr ^ ^ 

(ix) afMif^d wnfr ^ iifEi ^ cTTW ^ ^ ^ RHrt 

^ ^ f^RT^ 3TT % I 

(x) ^ 1998-99 ^f ^ ^ MT? WWI^ CTT, ^ ^ 99-2000 ^ ^R^IRRW 

^ ^ IfW, ^ 31^ ^li WRRW ^ W I 

(xi) vdeiVl gRI ^cRT^ ^ ^ Rlq^ci vieiVl ^ >tsfcRr ^T 

'f^R ■RcT ^ ^ ^RRT 'JiT'ci ar^f^f ^ ^fh?R ^ ^ I 

(xii) Gejl’'! RT^TRIT^ f^>yi RT ^ ^ ^ 'Hold f^rfrzi ^Pl'^l a^t^ 

RchKIc+Ich W? ^EROT ^^RHTR ^ ^ ^ I 

(xiii) HTufcId f^RHRt ^ cf>KU| vi^'lI1 ^ FRT^ ^ <|f^ RR^ ^ 

f^RT^ ^iRR RTR 31^ ^ ITRR t I 

(xiv) f^mt%T RHRT cf) wm ^ Rnft rr^ ^ ^ arg^Efr ^ rr^ erRm 
^RR^ ^ RIRI arai^ ^ ^ t I 

WR W ^ vJR^cW ^ RTWJ^ ^?lt^ t ^ R^ait ^ RISR % 

^eiVl ‘RllcicE srf^ ^ ^ I 

12 . «!biyuut*l4) 

PltljRd RR^ ^ W RTfel aTTRIcff ^ RIRR Slfcl ^ 

eft I Sntelft ft PlHfclf^d d«ftt Rft ft R5T %■■- 

(i) 1.5 ftPiRv! ft aifftRI ft> R^ftf^ RtI^ ftj ariRlftr R? MIddM Rft 

cRTlft ^ 1.6 ft ^ ^ iJ^ftfcTRI RR^ ft? fft^ftcft ft RT^dftftt 

Rft RRlft ft RK ftt RRftftR ^TRR ft RT^ ftt Rift RRft RR R^IRT 
RftftR ftdT ft I 

RifftcT ftftm R^ ft ftR«T ^ ^^^TTRTcI ft ^ aiRlfftRI ft ^«J- 
xll^^ oi <J ft^ft ft ^*s ■" -■ iftftfii, iRRft RlfftRUft Sl'il RT ftt RT 

ft, ft ftr fttRH ft ^ RRft ft ftRR fftRT^ RIRRRRR 

rRT 3lftft ft ’Ellft ft RRRft ^ I 


(11) 
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(iii) 


(iv) 


(V) 


(vi) 


(vii) 


13. V3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WTcT ^ ^ ^ fM ^ t, 

^5^ ^ ^ ^ sTPiTcT ^r gsrqit ^ 

^ ^ ^ tl ^ ?T?T ^ t aTc'Traf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ iRT "CTB^ ^ ^ it 3fK SRT ^srart ^ ^ 

sfR eif^ ^ ^ wr ct>KiJ[irH^ t I STcf: flTter¥t, 

^r 3n^ f^pEF^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f[^ ^KU|lvH<t) ^?W % 3fhf 3Rf^ ^ 4kFT "EI^ ^ srf^ Mg^ll 

^ ^ 1 

(F) Njlim tpT fIcT 3lk 3RI f^:- 

14. ^ 3TmM^ 3fk vJ^^chdlarT 5RT ^ ^ ^ t % 4lcid'^Eft eTPT^ 

lbl^<J'<! (l .5 tf^ ^ ^ ^ vJM'ijVltfKifaflT ^ ^ EOH ^ 

W ^SfRT I ^cf^ STltTET 11% I'tp'lf^ch 4)i^4'< (1.5 tf^ 

^ ^ TR medM ww^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ER^ ^ dcMldctil ^ TR^ cRt^ t I 

15. ^ jrrter^ aM jfRfSmj ^ 30 sfR 3i ^ 

t f^RT^r ^ ^ 1%^ W ^ 'fflHI'4 cfpf ^ 

^ vJd^^q TRf THS^T ^ ^ ^RIT ^ %, f^njT^ ^ ^ 


3RI ^ ^ ^ f^mfer ^ ^ H? t 1 ^errftt 

JfTf^‘t)|'?l RRT ^ fcR f% ^^fT ^ 3<Mld ^ Mllcid d>lHd W f^ 
^ f^RT^ dycj^ vdei'i'l ^ Srf^ it STFTTcit ^ 3TcR-3TcFT RRT 

^ I 'd6ic€i ^[9fr tr 3lt7 3TRT ^[?it tt 'mfer stritct ^ aiRrar sret ^^rt 
^ RFT^ ^ RM t f^^RT^T EI^ ^3lfm ^ 
<ii>id(^4> d?r it tt 1 

^d<?fl ^ Ridid'l ^ 4gd *^c<J dejVi ^ RstI ^c<il tt tit ®JTI 
mR^^II^'M W vdCjYd ^ ^ sfR cf>y^ ^ fcR ^TEJ[ ^RT M'51 I 

anwt tr ^Rcj, ^3?fm ^ .^tehi ^ w f% t aRRft ^Ridd 

RMId ^ ^fRT *J^cdl W cTSTT dTPi 'iftd '^^ R?4T^ I 

TJc?fi t 4Rft Rfr EI^ ^ Rt ^ aiRITcTt ^ eR^ Rlfm 

^ Wtt 1t#?T ^ ^ WRT ^RR W F^ I 

^3RR fM RFf t ^ ^ JTfftT Rtr ^ I 3 TRTc[T tt 

Met ^ ttd^c^ m ^Hd'lM ^ anft ^ ^ 

d<t U't^d Rtf ftit Rt I 


2516 GI/2002—2 
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^ t ^ ^ ^pfr 3ffY vjf^H Jlfcnprat ^ f^jfcl 

^ 5^WlRd gpiHT ^ t I Jnf?r^ 

% ^ cRf^r ^ '3^ ^ ^ wf^ # t 

^ ^3cWT TT^5tf^ M7|^^ (1.5 g>TT"^PT) ^ ^^■crm ^^TPTT W 

^ afk mRuIIH ?TcI ^ ^ ^TT^ff^ jrfclWlt ^ ^ JDM ^ 

^ I cwrt^l', ?TR^ if ^cJt ^ ^ ^ 

Wft Rm^IcI tiidHM GM-uVi ^ ^ ^ ^ire^ arf^ 

'J|l^ <l(c^ efirfl ^ ^ 'deiVl ^ SiqHfci ^ ^cfi-ijl 3-jt^ ^EJ" 

^ ^ GIj41jT ^3TT ^ ^ ^XTeWcTT ^ tT^ ^5^ 

I inteRt ^ ^ t f^ tTT3^i^^ fW hM ^ ^ armicfr ^ 

^ ^ tTtM #? 3m: GMilIJIcbdM ^ ^ G4el<tJdT ^ FRlf^ ^ 

I ^4^iVi4)di cm ^ 3remT 4?r cT^ aiEjf^ afk arte ^eM ^ 

^ ^?T^I 


16 . 'W'Sciiji ErrddM cftt^ ^ ^ ^cif^ ( 1.5 

%Rr?R ^ q>*I '^) ^ CJCK11/vj4I<T>cll wfcl^cl ^ ITRlRd 

§’d'^l tJ^c^ viElVi ^ 3(t7 iTRcT vJ'I'HlcKli ^ Mid cifjlM<1> R<Pc4 G4el«H 

I m^HvftET ^;c^ HdRr ^ ^ ^3^ ^RE?cftd ?E^ ^If 'jRicT irfcRtierf c^ IM 
f^jf^ ^ f^SRT^r v3d4ld^ 3fR dc4ldch ^ wRi'iWr ^ 

^ I MldH'llEJt cFTT^ ^ 3TPJT^ W( ^ dTF ^ ^ ^ HM I 


17. 3rt^ ^ Mf^lT»T 


Gii^ 1T7 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f f^:- 

(i) ^ "RNd ^ %?IT W ^ ( 1 .5 %Rm7 ^ ^ 

^) ^ 3im 4] 'diHM cipRd ^ ^ t’, 

(ii) ■RTJcftd ^3^fm ^ arf^ t, 

(iii) ^ Tj^r 3TRTrfr SRI ajfcT ^ ^ I 

18. mtei^ jRcM ^ RudiR?! t "trm^ ^ ^ 

318^1 ^ ^ EBdt%, ^ ^ ^ 

^f?I^I 

esfcT ^ Rf#?ar ^ ^ 3TFJT^ ^ ^Tfei ^ ^ 3mRr ^ 

PHiit R d tttt ^nfxraR^nit cj)«ip|dfr ^ eifci ^ ^ 

irf ^ I ^ ^ aTFITcti ^ #fTT^^ StRtRRRT, 1962 ^ ^ 

gKT d8IT 3lich1eld RfElMk ijed ^ 3fk ^ffrfTT^^ 
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1975 ^ ETM 3 , 3 ^, 8 ^, 9 ^ 9 ^^ cTl^ ^ ^ 

?TTf^r^ ^ I 

19, ^ f^ 3tl^ f^reikw ^ W #iTT^c^ ^ 55 ^ ^RFtcr 

^ i^sKIf^ch w?^ (T.5 % ^) ^ ^ aiFTTcft tr 

cFTFTT ^ I qicHM PlHf^Rj^ ^JTFoit ^ 3 ^ 3Tf?TR ^:- 



Plqfcim/vlcftlcjq’ 




St^Rcnl -Sld'i! jr(% 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

1 . 


0.32 3iARft^ yf^i tor. 

2 . 

__ 

^ 3RI Plil^d^/^cftlcfch 

0.41 wPr ter. 


20. ^ 3T?Jtq intor^ e 2001 ^ qRf^r^ ^ qf^i^ ^ 

# I 


21 . ad^lPlilH ^ 3^3^ 3TT^ ^ f^fcTTO #m^^, F« 1 T 

WJt (I^Ft^) 3f^fr^ qRT ^ ^ I 

W- '^- 'Hkl^tPH, 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORAl'E GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPTNG AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2002 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of Acrylic Fibre (below 1.5 denier) 
originating in or exported from Italy^—Final Findings. 

No. 43/1/2001-DGAD. —Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and 
the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof 
A. PROCEDURE: 

2. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the investigations:— 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the above Rules, received 
a written petition from the Forum of Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers, New Delhi on behalf of the 
domestic industry duly supported by the following producers namely M/s. Indian Acrylic Ltd , 
Chandigarh, M/s Consolidated Fibre and Chemicals Ltd., Calcutta, M/s. Pasupati Acrylon Ltd , 
New Delhi alleging dumping of Acrylic Fibre (below 1.5 Denier) (hereinafter referred to as subject 
goods) originating in or exported from Italy (hereinafter referred to as subject country): 
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(ii) The Authority notified the Embassy of Italy in India about the 
receipt of petition made by the petitioners before proceeding to 
initiate the investigation in accordance with sub rule (5) of Rule 

5 supra; 

(iii) The Authority on the basis of information and evidence available 
before it decided to initiate anti dumping investigations against 
imports of subject goods from the subject country; 

(iv) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated the 28*'' August, 
2001 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating 
anti dumping investigations concerning imports of subject goods 
from subject country, falling under Chapter Heading 5501.3000 

6 5503.3000 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act. 

(v) The Authority notified preliminary findings vide notification 
dated 6*** December, 2001 on anti-dumping investigation 
concerning imports of subject goods from Italy and requested the 
interested parties to make their views known in writing within 
forty days from the date of its publication; 

(vi) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to 
the known interested parties, who were requested to furnish their 
views, if any, on the preliminary findings within forty days from 
the date of its publication; 

(vii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings 
to the Embassy of Italy in New Delhi with a request that the 
exporters and other interested parties may be advised to furnish 
their views on the preliminary findings in the time frame as 
stipulated in (v) and (vi) above. 
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(viii) The Authority provided an opportunity to the interested 
parties to present their views orally on 27.03.2002. All 
parties presenting views were requested to file written 
submissions of their views expressed. The parties were 
advised to collect copies of the views expressed by the 
opposing parties and offer rebuttals, if any; 

(ix) The Authority made available the public file to all interested 
parties containing non-confidential version of evidence 
submitted by various interested parties for inspection, upon 
request; 

(x) Arguments made by the interested parties before announcing 
the preliminary findings, which have been brought out in the 
preliminary findings notified have not been repeated herein 
for sake of brevity. However, the arguments raised by the 
interested parties subsequently have been appropriately dealt 
in these findings; 

(xi) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to 
known interested parties on 10.5.2002 vide a disclosure 
statement and comments received on the same have also 
been duly considered in these findings; 

(xii) The investigation covered the period fi'om 1®^ April, 2000 to 

March, 2001. 

(xiii) ***** in this notification represents information furnished by 
the interested piut>' on coiiiidential basis and so considered 
by the Authority under the Rules; 
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B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS, EXPORTERS, 
IMPORTERS AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES 
AND EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY. 

3. The views expressed by various interested parties have been 
discussed in the preliminary findings and also in the 
disclosure statement. The views which have not been 
discussed earlier in the preliminary findings and disclosure 
statement and those now raised in response to the disclosure 
statement are discussed in the relevant paragraphs herein 
below to the extent these are relevant as per rules and have a 
bearing upon the case. The arguments raised by the 
interested parties have been examined, considered and, 
wherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant paragraphs herein 
below. The Authority confirms, in the absence of any 
response from the exporters in the form and manner 
prescribed and having made the findings on the basis of the 
best information available to it as per rule 6(8) supra. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE 
ARTICLE 

4. Product under consideration in the present investigations is 
Acrylic Fibre below 1.5 denier ( 1.65 DX). Acrylic Fibre is a 
long chain of synthetic polymer composed of at least 90% by 
weight of Acrylonitrile units. Acrylic fibre can be acrylic 
staple fibre, acrylic tow or acrylic top. Acrylic staple fibre, 



[■^i—1] 
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acrylic tow and acrylic top are known as acrylic fibre in the 
commercial parlance. Acrylic Fibre is produced in various 
grades, which are defined in terms of its Denier, however, 
below 1.5 denier (1.65 DX) is the product under 
consideration in the present petition as 1.5 to 8.0 denier are 
already attracting Anti Dumping Duty. 

Denier is the international system to differentiate on Fibre 
type to another and is used in describing acrylic Fibre, silk 
and man-made filament yam. Acrylic Fibre is an economical 
substitute for expensive wool. Acrylic Fibre is classified 
under Chapter 55 of the Custom Tariff Act under sub-heads 
5501.3000, 5503.3000. Custom classifications are, however, 
indicative only and are in no way binding on the scope of the 
present investigation. 

5. Like Article: The petitioners have claimed that the 

goods produced by them is like articles to the goods 
produced, originating in or exported from Italy. Therefore, 
for the purpose of the present investigation, the goods 
produced by the petitioners are being treated as ‘like article’ 
of the product involved i.e. Acrylic Fibre (below 1.5 denier) 
imported from the subject country within the meaning of the 
Rules supra. 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY: 

6. As per Rule 2(b) of the Anti Dumping Rules, “domestic 
industry means the domestic producers as a whole engaged 
in the manufacture of the like article and any activity 
connected therewith or those whose collective output of the 
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said article constitutes a major proportion of the total 
domestic production of that article except when such 
producers are related to the exporters or importers of the 
alleged dumped article or are themselves importers thereof in 
which case such producers shall be deemed not to form part 
of domestic industry.” 

The definition of domestic industry given above is further 
clarified by Article 5.4 of WTO Anti Dumping Agreement 
which reads as follows: 

“. The application shall be considered to have been 

made ‘by or on behalf of the domestic industry' if it is 
supported by those domestic producers whose collective 
output constitutes more than fifty percent of the total 
production of the like product produced by that portion of the 
domestic industry expressing either support for or opposition 
to the application. However, no investigation shall be 
initiated when domestic producers expressly supporting the 
application account for less than 25% of the total production 
of the like product produced by the domestic industry. “ 

The petition has been filed by Forum of Acrylic Fibre 
Manufacturers, New Delhi duly supported by the following 
producers namely M/s. Indian Acrylic Ltd., Chandigarh, M/s. 
Consolidated Fibre and Chemicals Ltd., Calcutta and M/s. 
Pasupati Acrylon Ltd., New Delhi, on behalf of the domestic 
industry. The examination of the production figures of 
the petitioners by the Authority has determined that the 
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petitioners account for more than 50% proportion of total 
Indian Production and therefore have a standing to file the 
petition on behalf of domestic industry under the Rules 
above said. 

E. DUMPING 

7. Normal Value : As brought out in the preliminary findings, 
the Designated Authority sent questionnaires to known 
exporter of the subject goods in Italy. The Authority wrote to 
the Embassy of Italy in India also with a request to advise the 
exporter from Italy to respond to the Authority. The exporter 
from Italy did not respond to the Authority and has not 
furnished any further information after preliminary findings 
and the disclosure statement. The Authority recalls its 
preliminary findings as regards normal value. The exporter, 
M/s. Monte Fibre, Italy had merely filed a statement showing 
transaction-wise exports of the subject goods in the 
investigation period. No information had been furnished in 
respect of Annexures - 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 & 10 of the 
Exporter Questionnaire. In the absence of information 
relating to sales of subject goods in the home market of the 
exporter and whether such domestic sales are in the ordinary 
course of trade, the Authority has to rely on the best available 
information as per Rule 6 (8) of the Anti Dumping Rules. 
No response has been received from The international 
Rayon & Synthetic Fibers committee by the name “COMITE 
INTERNATIONAL DE LA RAYONNE ET DES FIBERS 
SYNTHETIQUES’ (CIFRS) after preliminary findings and 


2516 GI/2002—3 
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the disclosure statement. Thus the exporter from Italy has 
preferred non- cooperation with the Designated Authority in 
this case. Thus Rule 6(8) is attracted and the Designated 
Authority is fully justified in proceeding with the best 
information available. The Authority, therefore, holds that 
the exporter from Italy has not cooperated with the Authority 
as envisaged under the Rules. The domestic industry has 
furnished information with regard to the normal value in 
Italy based on the selling price at which subject goods have 
been sold in the domestic market of the exporter’s 
country. In view of non-cooperation/insufficient 
information produced by the exporter from Italy, the 
Authority has determined normal value in Italy on the basis 
of available information with regard to selling price in the 
home market of the exporter. 

8. Export Price: The exporter M/s. Monte Fibre, Italy has filed 
information with regard to its exports to India. Analysis of 
this information shows that the information is reasonably 
sufficient, at least for the purpose of arriving at export price, 
even though the authority notes that the exporter has not 
disclosed any adjustments with regard to inland freight and 
port expenses. The exporter has sold MT Acrylic 

Fibre of subject description in the investigation period at an 
average CIF price of ♦*♦*’*'. . The exporter has shown 
adjustments on account of ocean freight, insurance and 
commission. The authority has determined ex-factory export 
price on the basis of the information provided by the 
exporter. Adjustments claimed by the exporter have been 
allowed. Adjustment on account of inland freight @ 1% in 
the Export Price have also been allowed. 
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9. Dumping Margin: The principles governing the 
determination of normal value, export price and the dumping 
margin as laid down in the Custom Tariff Act and the Anti 
Dumping Rules are elaborated in Annexure-I to the Rules. 
The normal value works out to US$ ***** per Kg. The net 
export price worked out as above comes to US$ **+*per Kg. 
The authority confirms the preliminary findings regarding 
determination of dumping margin for other non- cooperating 
exporters based on the normal value assessed for the 
responding exporter and the lowest export price admitted by 
the exporter. The dumping margin for exports of the subject 
goods from Italy in respect of M/s Monte fibre comes to 
25.07% and for all other exporters/producers from Italy 
comes to 34.45%. 


F. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

10. The Authority took into account all indices regarding injury 
while doing the final determination. This involved all 
relevant parameters viz., volume of dumped imports and 
their effect on price in the domestic market and its 
consequent effect on domestic producers in terms of 
parameters mentioned in Annexure II para 4 of the Rules 
such as natural and potential decline in sales, profits, output 
market share, productivity, return on investments or 
utilization of capacity; factors affecting domestic prices, the 
magnitude of the margin of dumping; actual and potential 
negative effects on cash flow inventories, employment, 
wages, growth, ability to raise capital investments etc. While 
determining the non-injurious price for the like article tor the 
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domestic industry, the Authority considered the optimum 
cost of production for the domestic industry taking into 
account the normated best consumption norms and the 
actual price of the raw materials during the POI which we"t 
into the production of the product under consideration. Also, 
while arriving at the injury margin, the Designated Authority 
took into account optimum capacity utilization for arriving at 
a fair selling or non-injurious price. Authority also holds that 
analysis of various parameters affecting domestic industry 
would be more appropriate by comparing performance in the 
investigation period with reference to immediate preceding 
years, particularly when the imports have started in the 
investigation period itself. The Authority has carried out a 
detailed examination of the domestic industry to arrive at non 
injurious price. While arriving at non injurious price, the 
Authority has done appropriate analysis of the relevant 
factors such as usage of raw material and utilities, expenses 
incurred by the domestic industry during the period of 
investigation. Verification at premises of the domestic 
industry has been done to the extent required. 

With regard to injury to the domestic industry, the Authority 
have examined detailed information provided by the 
domestic industry during the course of the investigation, 
which shows that the domestic industry has suffered material 
injury from the dumped imports of the product under 
consideration from Italy. While the Authority has examined 
all parameters mentioned in Annexure II of the Rules, 
however, some of the relevant parameters, which shows 
injury are discussed in detail as under: 
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(i) The capacity utilization of the domestic industry has 
declined from 93.07% in 1999-2000 to 84.03% in the 
investigation period due to decline in production. 

(ii) Acrylic Fibre is being dumped in India by a number of 
countries, which includes Italy. The Authority is 
conducting investigation against Italy, separate 
investigation against UK, Germany, Brazil and 
Bulgaria and Sunset review investigation against USA, 
Korea RP and Thailand. The investigation period in 
these three investigations is same. Annexure II of the 
Rules clearly provide about cumulation of Injury in 
case, the injury to the domestic industry is being 
caused from more than one source at the same time, 
therefore, the injury is being examined cumulatively in 
accordance to the Rules. 

(iii) Till 1999-2000, sales volume of the domestic industry 
has been increasing. However, sales volume declined 
from 70591 MT in 1999-00 to 59119 MT in the 
investigation period. Further, the domestic industry has 
been selling its material at a price, which do not permit 
recovery of even cost of production. 

(iv) Since last few years, the domestic industry has not 
been able to make profits due to dumping of the 
product from one after another countries, which 
includes subject countries also. The losses of the 
domestic industry steeply increased in the 
investigation period from -100 (indexed) in 1997-98 to 
-373 (indexed) in the investigation period. 



22 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I — SfcC. 1] 


(v) The imports shown from all countries are imports of 
below 1.5 denier as well as above 1.5 denier. The 
domestic industry had earlier complained about 
dumping from Italy, which resulted in imposition of 
anti dumping duty on imports from this Country. This 
resulted in decline in the import volumes from Italy. 
However, with the imposition of anti dumping duty on 
acrylic fibre above 1.5 denier, dumping of acrylic fibre 
below 1.5 denier has started which resulted in increase 
in market share again from 0.55% (99-00) to 1.03% 
(2000-01). The entire imports from Italy are now that of 
acrylic fibre below 1.5 deniers to circumvent the duty. 

(vi) The productivity per employee declined in comparison 
to previous year, in the investigation period due to steep 
decline in the production, in spite of reduction in the 
number of employees. 

(vii) The return on investment declined in the investigation 
period due to losses faced by the domestic industry in 
this period. The return on investment for the domestic 
industry continues to remain negative in spite of 
imposition of anti dumping duty on a number of 
sources. 

(viii) The landed value of imported material from various 
sources including Italy is significantly below the selling 
price of the domestic industry causing severe price 
undercutting in the Indian market. The domestic 
industry has been forced to match the lowest price of 
imports in the market 
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(ix) The landed value of the imported material is below 
cost of the domestic industry causing severe price 
suppression and depression in the Indian market. 

(x) The cash flow was negative in 98-99 which became 
positive in 99-00 . However, the cash flow was again 
negative in the investigation period. 

(xi) The level of stocks with the domestic industry 
increased during POI in comparison to previous year 
in spite of reduction in production by the domestic 
industry. 

(xii) The domestic industry is being forced to resort to 
curtailment of employment due to continued financial 
losses and negative cash flow. 

(xiii) Due to the prevailing regulations, the domestic 
industry has to increase the wages causing fiirther 
impact on profits. 

(xiv) Enhancement of capacity by de-bottlenecking with a 
view to reduce the incidence of fixed costs has not 
helped the domestic industry during the period of 
investigation. 

All above parameters cumulatively show that the domestic 

industry has suffered mf»terial injury from the dumping of 

subject goods from Italy. 
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12. Causal Link : In determining whether material injury to the 
domestic industry was caused by the dumped imports, the 
Authority took into account the following facts:- 

(i) Exports of Acrylic Fibre below 1.5 denier after imposition of 
Anti dumping Duty on imports of acrylic Fibre above 1.5 
denier indicates an attempt to continue dumping in the Indian 
market even after imposition of Anti Dumping Duties. 

(ii) Significant increase in imports of subject goods fi-om Italy at 
dumped prices, coupled with dumped exports from Other 
Countries being investigated by the Authority, prevented the 
domestic industry from effecting legitimate price increases, 
resulting in significant increase in losses in the investigation 
period. 

(iii) Exports of acrylic Fibre from Other Countries are also at low 
prices. However, the Authority is separately investigating 
these exports to examine whether these were also at dumped 
prices and caused material injury to the domestic industry. 
There is no other parameter other than dumped imports from 
Subject Countries and Other Countries brought to the notice 
of the Authority which would have caused material injury to 
the domestic industry. 

(iv) The landed price of imports from Italy was below the selling 
price of the domestic industry. As a direct consequence, the 
domestic industry was forced to reduce the prices. 
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v) The imports from Italy forced the domestic industry to sell 
the product at prices below its cost of production and non- 
injurious price. 


vi) The price undercutting which the domestic industry has faced 
from the dumped imports has directly resulted in significant 
financial losses to all domestic industry. 

vii) Demand of the product has not shown a declining trend. 
Further, no arguments with regard to technological 
upgradation, etc. have been brought out by any opposing 
interested party. 

13, The substantial increase in import of subject goods from Italy 
at low price which is not sufficient to recover full cost of 
production resulting in severe price undercutting clearly 
establishes the causal link between the injury already 
suffered as well as threat of further injury being faced by the 
domestic industry with the phenomena of dumping of subject 
goods from Italy in a very short period. The Authority, 
therefore, confirms its conclusion in preliminary findings that 
there is an obvious causal link between the dumping of 
subject goods from Italy and the injury being caused to the 
domestic industry during the period of investigation. 


2516 G1/2002—4 
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G. IJNTKKEST OF INDIAN INDUSTRY AND OTHER 
ISSUES: 

14 . It has been argued by some of the importers and users that the 
interest of the users of Acrylic Fibre (below 1.5 denier) should 
be taken into account while imposing anti dumping duty. They 
have requested to reconsider the imposition of anti dumping 
duty on Acrylic Fibre (below 1.5 denier) from Italy since the 
threat of imports serves as a check on the prices of the local 
producers. 

15 . In this context the Authority reiterates paragraphs 30 and 31 of 
its preliminary findings wherein it is stated that the purpose of 
anti dumping duties in general is to eliminate dumping which 
is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a 
situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market 
which is in the general interest of the country. The Authority 
recognizes that the imposition of anti dumping duties might 
affect the price levels of the products manufactured using 
Acrylic Fibre (below 1.5 denier) and consequently might 
have some influence on relative competitiveness of these 
products. However, fair competition on the Indian market will 
not be reduced by the anti dumping measures. On the contrary, 
imposition of anti dumping measures would remove the unfair 
advantages gained by dumping practices, would prevent the 
decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability 
of wider choice to the consumers of subject goods. The 
Authority notes that the imposition of anti dumping measures 
would not restrict imports from Italy in any way, and 
therefore, would not affect the availability of the product to the 
consumers. The consumers could still maintain two or even 
more sources of supply. 



[ »TFT I—1 ] 




27 


16. Evidently, imposition of anti dumping duty would not 
adversely affect the consumers/users of Acrylic Fibre (below 
1.5 denier) in India in the long run. It would rather lead to 
survival of domestic industry and keep wider choice to the 
consumers in India. The very purpose of the imposition of 
anti dumping duty is to create situation of fair competition in 
the Indian market in which both domestic producers and 
foreign producers can compete. Imposition of anti dumping 
duty would not lead to restriction on imports in any way. 

H, FINAL FINDINGS 

17. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to 
the conclusion that: 

(i) Acrylic Fibre (below 1.5 denier) has been exported to 
India from Italv below its normal value; 

(ii) The Indian industry has suffered injury; 

(iii) The injury has been caused by the dumped imports 
from Italy; 

18. The Authority proposes to recommend the amount of anti¬ 
dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping or less, which 
if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic industry. 
For the purpose of determining injury, the landed 
price of imports has been compared with the non injurious 
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selling price of the petitioner companies determined for the 
period of investigation. Landed value of imports for the 
purpose has been determined as the assessable value as 
determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and 
all duties of customs except duties under sections 3, 3A, 8B, 
9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

19 . The Authority recommends imposition of definitive anti 
dumping duty on all imports of Italy Acrylic Fibre (below 
1.5 denier) from Italy falling under Custom Heading 55. 
The anti dumping duty shall be as in Col 3.in the following 
table: 


Sl.No 

Exporter/Producer 

Anti Dumping 

Duty US $ per Kg 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

1. 

Montefibre, Italy 

0.32 US $ per Kg. 

2. 

All Other Exporters/ 
producers from Italy 

0.41 US $ per Kg. 


20 . Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the preliminary 
findings dated 6*** December, 2001. 

21 . An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, 
Excise and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance 
with the Act, supra. 


L V SAP FHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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